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Nodody however proposed to prosecute, or even to
reprimand, Lord Hugh Cecil, for his open aspersion
of the dignity and authority of the House of
Commons. Perhaps it was felt that there was
undeniable truth in his statement of the facts, what-
ever might be thought of his verdict on the merits
of the two "institutions/* which were the objects of
his audacious comparison.

The House of Commons and the Executive.

What has been said of legislation applies largely
to administration. The House of Commons no
longer controls the Executive; on the contrary, the
Executive controls the House of Commons, The
'theory is that the ministers must justify each and all
of their acts before the representatives of the nation
at every stage; if they fail to do so, those repre-
sentatives will turn them out of office. But in our
modern practice the Cabinet is scarcely ever turned
out of office by Parliament whatever it does. The
Ministry may fall by its own connivance as in 1885
and 1895, when it feels that the country is turning
against it; or it may break up on sor&e question,
like that of Home Eule or Free Trade, upon which
its own members are divided. But such a question
will be one of policy, not of administrative action.
It is very difficult to bring a Government to
account for anything done in its ministerial work.

The real check upon a too gross and salient mis-
use of Ministerial power is, no doubt, the salutary
fear of public opinion; but this is a restraint that
would be pretty nearly as operative without the
assistance of the House of Commons which does
not "respond to it except after a general election*